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after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
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Art Unit: 2875 

DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 
Claims under consideration are claims 1-15 

Inventions I and II are related as combination and subcombination. 
Inventions in this relationship are distinct if it can be shown that (1) the 
combination as claimed does not require the particulars of the subcombination 
as claimed for patentability, and (2) that the subcombination has utility by itself or 
in other combinations (MPEP § 806.05(c)). In the instant case, the combination as 
claimed does not require the particulars of the subcombination as claimed 
because the method of making the condenser. The subcombination has separate 
utility such as illuminating light guides or providing illuminated optical. 

Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and the 
search required for Group I is not required for Group II. restriction for 
examination purposes as indicated is proper. 

Inventions I and II are related as process and apparatus for its practice. 
The inventions are distinct if it can be shown that either: (1) the process as 
claimed can be practiced by another materially different apparatus or by hand, or 
(2) the apparatus as claimed can be used to practice another and materially 
different process. (MPEP § 806.05(e)). In this case the structural limitations of 
the condenser cite the all the limitations of the first set of claims and the second 
set of claims cite the apparatus of the condenser with a light source. 
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Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and the 
search required for Group I is not required for Group II. restriction for 
examination purposes as indicated is proper. 

Inventions I and II are related as process of making and process of using 
the product. The use as claimed cannot be practiced with a materially different 
product. Since the product is not allowable, restriction is proper between said 
method of making and method of using. The product claim will be examined 
along with the elected invention (MPEP § 806.05(i)). 

This third restriction requirement is withdrawn, however the two above 

stand . 

Claims 1 -8 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.142(b), as being drawn to a nonelected invention I, there being no allowable generic 
or linking claim. Applicant timely traversed the restriction (election) requirement in the 
reply filed on April 7, 2005. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 9 and 14 are objected to because of the following informalities: regarding 
claim 9 the term "the coated surface" is not cited previously in the claim and lacks 
antecedent basis and regarding claim 14 the term "the first illuminating source is not 
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cited in previously in the claims and lacks antecedent basis. Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 9-14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being incomplete 
for omitting essential elements, such omission.amounting to a gap between the 
elements. See MPEP § 2172.01 . The omitted elements are: not clear how the thin film 
is coated with a dielectric coating or is the film producing an angle gate. 

. Claims 10-14 are rejected because of its dependency upon claim 9. 

As best understood the following rejection is given. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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Claims 9, 10, 13 and 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Vogel et al (US 6,759,814). 

Regarding claim 9, Vogel et al ('814) discloses an illuminating source 26, 
providing a ranges of angles (figure 2), a transmissive substrate 20, an integrated 
sphere 10, figure 2 shows how the transmissive substrate 20 is used to direct light 
toward the integrating sphere. 

Regarding claim 10, Vogel et al shows that the light from the light source reflects 
inside the sphere. 

Regarding claim 13, Vogel et al shows that the light source is located inside the 
sphere in figure 2. 

Regarding claim 14, Vogel et al show those additional light sources 26 are 
located inside the sphere in figure 2. 

Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Vogel et al 
(US 6,759,814). 

Regarding claim 15, Vogel et al ('814) discloses an illuminating source 26, 
providing a ranges of angles (figure 2), a transmissive substrate 20, an integrated 
sphere 10, figure 2 shows how the transmissive substrate 20 is used to direct light 
toward the integrating sphere. 

Regarding claim 15, Vogel et al does not discloses the method of reconcentrating 
the light however it is inherent to take all the limitations as cited and provide a method of 
reconcentrating the light, since it is inherent that the limitations of the claims are met by 
the Wilson. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1 1 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Vogel et al as applied to claims 9 above, and further in view of Wilson (US 

6,299,328). 

Regarding claims 1 1 and 12, Vogel et al discloses all the limitations of the 
claimed invention including an integrated sphere, light source and a transmissive 
substrate, but does not disclose a plurality of micro retro reflector positioned on a 
portion of the integrating sphere. 

Regarding claims 11 and 12, Wilson ('328) shows a linear light source having a 
light source 502, an integrating sphere and a plurality of micro reflectors 516 on a 
position of the integrating sphere (figure 14). 
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It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the illuminator of Vogel et al with the linear light source 
of Wilson in order to provide a means of providing an linear illumination sources which 
utilize external highly reflective enclosures containing one or more linear openings as 
taught by Wilson (abstract). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John A. Ward whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2386. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sandra O'Shea can be reached on 571-272-2378. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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June 21, 2005 




JOHN ANTHONY WARD 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



